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Court Affirms Doty Convictions 





Draft Regulations Modified 


Executive Order 10594 signed by President Eisen- 
hower January 31 has made slight changes in the Selec- 
tive Service Regulations. 

Two of the changes have been made to bring the 
Regulations into line with Selective Service practice. The 
discrepancies between the Regulations, which are sup- 
posed to have the effect of law, and the Selective Service 
practice were used formerly as defense points in the 
prosecution of C.0.’s. As has been the case in the past, 
Regulations shift when defense points are established. 


One change was to relieve the government appeal 
agent of the responsibility of examining all records of 
registrants to determine if appeals might be needed. 
Actually, appeal agents seldom carried out this responsi- 
bility although the Regulations required that they “expe- 
ditiously examine the records.” The new wording 
charges the appeal agent with the responsibility of ap- 
pealing when he thinks necessary only from those classi- 
fications “brought to his attention.” [Reg. 1604.71 
(d) (1)] 

The appointment of advisors to registrants has now 
been made permissive instead of mandatory. Advisors 
had not been appointed in all cases in spite of the former 
requirement of the Regulations. (Reg. 1604.41) Cali- 
fornia, a state with many C.O.’s, was also one with no 
advisors. 


Conscientious objectors now doing their assigned 
civilian work will be sent notices of their reclassification 
into I-W. Until this change was made the C.O. assignees 
were not sent notice of their I-W status, even though that 
was their official designation when they started to work. 
[Reg. 1623.4 (a)] Selective Service registrants, except 
those in the Armed Forces, are supposed to carry both a 
registration card and a classification notice at all times. 


The provision closing the opportunity of reopening 
a classification has been amended so that the issuance 
of a civilian work order, as well as an induction notice, 
ends the possibility of reopening the classification unless 
the local board finds change in status resulted from cir- 
cumstances over which the registrant had no control. 
(Reg. 1625.2) 

These amendments make minor changes in the sec- 
ond edition of the handbook. These are noted elsewhere 
in this issue of NEWS NOTES. Mimeographed slips with 
these changes to be enclosed in copies of the handbook by 
organizations distributing them are available from CCCO 
free of charge upon request. 





Four Brothers from Minnesota 
Must Serve Second Prison Term 





The Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed the 
convictions of Joel, Orin; Paul, and Sid Doty January 
11. The Dotys each received two-year sentences last 
March for refusing to report for induction. They have 
been free on bond while the appeal was pending. They 
will start serving the sentences on or before March 5. 

This will be the second prison term for each of the 
men. The first prison sentences were for refusal to regis- 
ter. The current prosecution is for refusal to report for 
induction. The Dotys object on religious and political 
grounds to all cooperation with conscription. They were 
registered by prison officials and ordered to report for 
induction by the local board after Selective Service ques- 
tionnaires were ignored. 

Orin, Paul, and Sid are single. Joel is married and 
has two youngsters, a girl six months old and a boy 
twenty months old. 

The Pine County, Minnesota, local board classified 
Joel. in II-A as an essential worker just before his 26th 
birthday in an obvious attempt to extend his liability to 
age 35. All deferred registrants are eligible to age 35 
while registrants who do not receive deferments are eli- 
gible only to age 26. The board granted the deferment 
without any request for it from Joel or his employer. He 
was classified I]-A for just six weeks then the board re- 
classified him I-A. The Eighth Circuit upheld this action. 

Defense Points Overruled 

The Court also overruled all other defense points. 
The main defense contentions were that the registration 
by the prison officials was not valid and that the men 
should have been classified IV-F because of their previ- 
ous convictions. Chester Bruvold of Minneapolis was 
defense counsel in the District Court, and he was joined 
by J. B. Tietz of Los Angeles for the appeal. 

Because of the lack of funds and the slight likelihood 
of success, there will be no attempt to carry the case to 
the U.S. Supreme Court. 

The only other second prosecution case in the courts 
at the present time is the appeal of Vail Palmer before 
the Third Circuit Court of Appeals. That case was argued 
January 7, and the decision is still pending. 

There have been thirteen conscientious objectors 
convicted a second time under the current draft law. 
Although a number of judges have refused to give a sec- 
ond prison term to these men, there have been no suc- 
cessful court defenses against repeated prosecutions. 
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NEWS NOTES 








Lists of Employers Revised 


Selective Service policy on listing employers who 
are approved for the use of I-O’s is in the process of 
change. Formerly all approved employers, with a very 
few exceptions, were listed by Selective Service for con- 
sideration of C.O.’s seeking an assignment. 

There are now more vacancies available to C.O.’s 
than there are men ready for assignment. More C.O.’s 
are completing their two years of assigned work than 
there are replacements available. There is more out-go 
than influx because of the backlog of C.O.’s assigned with- 
in a short period of time about two years ago. This has 
created difficulties for some hospitals using large num- 
bers of conscientious objectors. 

Selective Service is moving in the direction of 
establishment of priorities among employers by having 
two lists of employers. One list will be published, that is 
made available for C.O.’s seeking employment, but the 
other list will be unpublished. Generally those employers 
on the unpublished lists will not have openings currently 
available, and many employers have been asked about 
which list they wish to be on, but in at least one instance 
a qualified agency with openings has been told it must be 
on the unpublished list. The unpublished lists are not 
available to either registrants or local boards. 


The Selective Service law and regulations do not 
mention critical need as a qualification for an approved 
C.O. assignment. Neither do the law nor regulations pro- 
vide that the State Directors of Selective Service should 
decide which employers are to be approved. 

The Selective Service Regulations, which have the 
effect of law, define suitable civilian work and leave the 
final determination up to the local boards. Registrants 
wishing civilian assignmerts should seek employment 
which makes the best-use of their skills and negotiate 
with their local boards for, that assignment. If suitable 
employment is turned rown by a local board on the basis 
of some list, either published or unpublished, assistance 
should be sought from a national counseling agency. 








HANDBOOK CHANGES 


The following changes should be noted in 
your copy of the HANDBOOK FOR CONSCIEN- 
TIOUS OBJECTORS, Second Edition, to bring it 
up to date as of February 15, 1955. 


Page 11, line 10, Change XIV to XV 
Page 12, line 19, Change XIV to XV 


Page 17, line 18, Insert following No. 252) 
“oer an Order to Report for Civilian Work and 
Statement of Employer (SSS Form No. 153)” 


Page 30--Delete paragraph 3 under “Gen- 
eral Provisions” 


Page 69, Paragraph 3, Substitute “Instruc- 
tion 1610.5” for “Circular Letter No. 176-50” 




















Davidson Appeal Lost 


The Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit has 
affirmed the conviction of Vern Davidson. Davidson, a 
socialist conscientious objector, received a three year 
sentence November 30, 1953, for refusal to submit to 
induction. He has been free on bond while the appeal 
is pending. 

Other points were raised, but the defense was prima- 
rily based on the denial of a hearing before a Department 
of Justice Hearing Officer and the constitutionality of the 
requirement that a man believe in a Supreme Being to 
be eligible for C.O. classification. 


Davidson was given a hearing on his first appeal for 
C.O. classification, but on a second appeal nearly two 
years later the Hearing Officer first made an appointment 
then refused to hold a hearing. The court held that the 
local board was mistaken in granting a second appeal so 
the second hearing was unnecessary. 

To a questionnaire Davidson’ attached a note saying 
his beliefs were basically political rather than religious. 
He pointed out that “as a political objector” he would 
resist totalitarian moves by this country or “any other 
country.” His sincerity was not. disputed, but he was 
denied C.O. classification because he did not meet the 
religious test in the law. J. B. Tietz of Los Angeles, 
defense counsel, argued that Davidson was fundamentally 
religious and that the Supreme Being clause was uncon- 
stitutional. The court dismissed these arguments as hav- 
ing no merit. 

A petition for rehearing has been filed with the 
Ninth Circuit. If it is denied, the U.S. Supreme Court will 
be asked to hear an appeal. CCCO contributed to the 
costs of the Circuit Court Appeal, and if the Supreme 
Court hears the appeal CCCO will appoint counsel to 
cooperate with J.B. Tietz and argue the constitutional 
questions in relation to the Supreme Being clause. 





Germans Study C.O. Provisions 


If the rearmament of Western Germany is accom- 
plished in accordance with the present aim of U.S. for- 
eign policy, it is expected that a conscription law will 
again go on the books in Germany. 

The December 23 issue of The Bulletin, the weekly 
release of the Press and Information Office of the German 
Federal Government, reports the discussion being carried 
on about C.O. provisions in the proposed draft law. 
There must be provisions for objectors in the law because 
the new German constitution states, “No one may be com- 
pelled against his conscience to perform war service as an 
armed combatant. Details shall be regulated by a federal 
law.” 

The Bulletin speculates on the meaning of conscience 
and just how this provision of the constitution can be 
implemented. It is noted that only armed combatant war 
service is mentioned. It is expected that provisions will 
be made in the law for both administrative and judicial 
appeal bodies to consider who is a conscientious objector. 

The article concludes that, “A young man who at 
sorne time attacked a political enemy with a knife during 
an election campaign would have a slim chance of avoid- 
ing military service if there were no other reasons for 
exemption.” 


February-March, 1955 
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Briefly Noted 


Operations Bulletin 82 has been amended so that 
local boards will notify I-O registrants when their work 
orders have been postponed to allow them to finish their 
current school year. C.O.’s in college are entitled to one 
postponement of a civilian work order to enable them to 
finish a school year which has been started. 

* * * 

The American Friends Service Committee has re- 
vised its mimeographed release entitled “Details of Com- 
pulsory Work Program for Conscientious Objectors.” 
Full details on the program as well as copies of Selective 
Service forms are included in the report. Copies may be 
obtained free of charge from CCCO upon request. 

* * * 

The first housing development to come to our atten- 
tion which is offering new homes at no down payment to 
conscientious objectors as well as veterans is the Concord 
Park Homes development in a Philadelphia suburb. The 
development is also free of racial discrimination. Any 
one interested in details may write Concord Park Homes, 
Inc., Old Lincoln Highway and Street Road, Trevose, Pa. 


* * * 


I-W’s who have been receiving NEWS NOTES 
should be sure to send their change of address to CCCO 
when they complete their work assignment, so that they 
will continue on the mailing list. There is no charge for 


NEWS NOTES. 


* * * 


The House of Commons in England has been asked 
to extend the age of liability for conscription from 26 
to 35 because of the number of men leaving the country 
until they are past draft age. 


* * * 


The Atomic Energy Commission security program 
is the only one known to CCCO which specifically lists 
conscientious objection as derogatory information. The 
AEC considers it derogatory information if either an 
individual or spouse has “Conscientious objection to ser- 
vice in the Armed Forces during time of war when such 
objections cannot be clearly shown to be due to religious 
convictions.” Such information in the file ‘of an AEC 
staff member is to be carefully weighed to determine 
whether a presumption of security risk exists. 

* % * 

The four-year extension of the draft law voted by 
the House of Representatives did not contain any change 
in the C.O. provisions. Similar legislation is pending in 
the Senate. Also pending in both branches of Congress 
is the modified UMT bill. 


* * * 


The University of South Dakota and Occidental Col- 
lege in Los Angeles exempt C.O.’s from the compulsory 
ROTC programs in those schools. NEWS NOTES is still 
interested in hearing from persons about personal experi- 
ence with C.O. provisions and ROTC in schools not yet 
reported in NEWS NOTES. It is hoped that a summary 
pulling the collected information together can be printed 
in the near future. 

* * *% 


The suit for damages by Joseph T. Moore has been 
dismissed by the U.S. District Court on the grounds that 


DD98 Not Required of 1-O’s 


All members of the Armed Forces are expected to 
sign the “Loyalty Certificate for Personnel of the Armed 
Forces,” commonly known as DD98, the Defense Depart- 
ment designation for the form. The form names the 
Organizations listed as subversive by the Attorney Gen- 
eral, and the signers are supposed to disclaim or explain 
any relationship to those organizations. 


Army draftees are asked to sign DD98 at the time 
of their preinduction physical examination. Although 
instructions have gone to examining centers to explain 
the form and the importance to “both the security of the 
United States and your own future welfare,” frequently 
the form and a pencil are shoved at a prospective inductee 
without explanation as just another step in a long and 
hurried process. Draftees who refuse to sign are inducted. 
unless they are known Communists, and _ investigated 
later. Subject to the investigation, they may be given 
undesirable discharges, or they may be retained in the 
Army. 


Conscientious objectors classified 1-O, available for 
civilian work, take the regular Army physical with pros- 
pective Army inductees. It has come to the attention of 
counseling agencies that in some instances I-O’s have also 
been asked to sign DD98. However, the form is not 
applicable to men classified I-O, as they are not going 
into the Armed Forces, and 1-O’s need not sign it. 
Specific orders to this effect have gone from the Depart- 
ment of the Army to all induction stations. 








Do you have your copy of the new 


(Second Edition) 
HANDBOOK 
for 


CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS 


Congress seems determined to make the 
handbook must reading for the next four 
years. This is the only complete counseling 
guide available for all conscientious objectors. 

35c, three for $1.00, including postage. 


ORDER FROM CCCO 




















the case was not in the jurisdiction of the federal courts 
at the present time. Moore lost his job as a school teacher 
in New Jersey when he noted on the standard oath to 
protect the Constitution that as a conscientious objector 
he could not use arms. Counsel for Moore hoped to 
bring the case under the jurisdiction of the federal court. 
rather than state administrative judicial bodies, by point- 
ing out the deprivation of civil liberties. 
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affirmed the conviction of Vern Davidson. Davidson, a 
socialist conscientious objector, received a three year 
sentence November 30, 1953, for refusal to submit to 
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the case was not in the jurisdiction of the federal courts 
at the present time. Moore lost his job as a school teacher 
in New Jersey when he noted on the standard oath to 
protect the Constitution that as a conscientious objector 
he could not use arms. Counsel for Moore hoped to 
bring the case under the jurisdiction of the federal court, 
rather than state administrative judicial bodies, by point- 
ing out the deprivation of civil liberties. 
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THE COURT REPORTER 


I PROSECUTIONS 


Sentence confirmed since last issue 
9- -53 Orville Arnold, 4 years, (Arkansas) 














“We have staked our security, our ability 
to survive on freedom of the mind and the 
conscience. So spoke Jefferson, Hamilton, and 
Madison. So say the great majority of us 


8 - 25-54 
12-13-54 


12-14-54. 


12-14-54 
12-14-54 


Murray Scheel, 2 years, (Wisconsin) 
Nick Klubnikin, 4 years, (Los Angeles, 
Cal.) Judge James Carter 

Mitchell Dobrennen, 4 years, (Los 
Angeles, Cal.) free on bond, appeal 
pending. 

Nick Kaline, 4 years, (Los Angeles, 
Cal.) 

Arthur Clark, 4 years, (Los Angeles, 
Cal.) 


Sentenced since last issue 


12-28-54 


12-28-54 


Acquittal 
1- 6-55 


Appeals 
Date ? 


9 - 22-54 
1-11-55 
1-11-55 
1-11-55 
1-11-55 
l- -55 


Arrests 


Jack Volov, 3 years probation, (Los 
Angeles, Cal.) Judge James Carter, 
refusal to report for alternative service 
Alec Bolderoff, 3 years probation, (Los 
Angeles, Cal.) Judge James Carter, 
refusal to report for alternative service 


Arthur Thornton, (Newark, N. J.) 
Judge Thomas Meaney 


Jack Kalpakoff, conviction affirmed, 9th 
Circuit Court of Appeals 

Raymond Skinner, conviction affirmed, 
9th Circuit Court of Appeals 

Joel Doty, conviction affirmed, 8th Cir- 
cuit Court of Appeals 

Paul Doty, conviction affirmed, 8th Cir- 
cuit Court of Appeals 

Sid Doty, conviction affirmed, 8th 
Circuit Court of Appeals 

Orin Doty, conviction affirmed, 8th 
Circuit Court of Appeals 

Vern Davidson, conviction affirmed, 9th 
Circuit Court of Appeals 


California—David McReynolds 
(All prosecutions for refusal to report for or 
submit to induction unless otherwise noted.) 


today.” 


William O. Douglas, Associate Justice of the 
U.S. Supreme Court, in The Progressive, Feb- 
ruary, 1955. 




















Il RELEASED FROM PRISON 
On parole 


12-24-54 Robert Kent 
1-19-55 James Playford 
1-25-55 Saul Wider 
2-1-55 Carl Nickel 

2- 4-55 Henry Adamowicz 


III MEN CURRENTLY IMPRISONED 


Danbury, Conn.—Richard Blazej, Francis Play- 
ford, George Hauck 

Florence, Ariz—P. A. Nazeroff 

Milan, Mich.—Carl Nead, Ronald Wrightsman, 
Peter Yoder 

Mill Point, W. Va.—Clifton Campbell, Elmer 
Yoder, Amos Mast 

Petersburg, Va.—Finley Cerwithian 

Seagoville, Texas—Bill Passmore, William Moser 

Springfield, Mo.—Clarence Bryan, Howard Rober- 
son, Burton Rosen, John Forbes, Ralph 
Dorn, Bradford Lyttle, Eddie Powell, 
Harlan McCall, Richard Arnold, Orville 
Arnold, Murray Scheel 

Tucson, Ariz—Fred Hildebrand, Nick Kaline, 
Arthur Clark 

County jail (Los Angeles, Cal.), awaiting decision 
on petition for bond, pending appeal— 
Nick Klubnikin 

Total number of C.O.’s convicted since 1948 to 

date: 290 (This is a minimum number, since 

J.W.’s and Muslims are not included, and we miss 

a few.) 
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